Dear Gerald, 


u C 

N £ A ^ 

Thank you for your hand written letter which I received today. I must admit surprise and disappointment at 
your claims in that letter regarding when you interviewed Humes and Boswell. You said, "I actually talked 
to them months before the JAMA publication." May I remind you that JAMA published its interviews with 
Humes and Boswell on May 27, 1992, after interviewing them three months before. You credit an 
interview with Humes November 2, 1992 (Ref 50, Chapter 13.) which was thus at least 5 months after the 
JAMA interviews. 

You made no mention in your book of their changed opinions on the location of the head entrance wound, 
an astonishing oversight on a crucial evidentiary matter for someone so well versed in this case as you. 
Moreover, you made no mention in your book that you'd spoken to Boswell, and Boswell told me directly 
that while you and he had played 'telephone tag', he never actually spoke with you. Am I now to believe 
that you spoke to Humes at a time other than the time cited in your book, and that he told you JFK's skull 
wound was in a different location than he subsequently told Lundberg it was? Am I to believe that 
Boswell, whose opinion of the location of the head wound has never changed in 30 years, suddenly 
admitted to you that he was wrong, that the wound was 10-cm higher than he told the Warren 
Commission, the HSCA, Harrison Livingstone, George Lundberg, and me? 

As you said you'd conducted "all the interviews" in your book yourself) please inform Mr. James Tague of 
your interview with him on January 19 and January 20, 1992. He told me that not only had he never 
spoken with you, he has never changed his mind about the fact that he was not, as you believe, struck by 
the first shot. As Tague told the Warren Commission, Harold Weisberg and me, he knows not which of the 
other shots hit Mm, but the first shot did not Mt him 

Unfortunately, you have left me little option but to regard your statements with incredulity: Neither Humes 
nor Boswell, with whom I spoke, agree that they ever told you that the President's skull wound was 10-cm 
Mgher than stated in the autopsy report, and Boswell told me that he never spoke with you at all Tague 
denies ever having spoken with you, and he also denies the statement you attribute to him. I distinctly 
recall you're having told me that JAMA put you in touch with JFK's pathologists as it was important to me, 
and you deny tMs. Moreover, you mentioned in your letter you interviewed the pathologists "months 
before the JAMA publication" when your book states it was 'months after 1 JAMA's publication. Am I th u g 
left to believe, Gerald, that I am party to a conspiracy among some with whom you claim to have spoken 
to either deny what you claim they said, or to deny completely that they ever spoke with you#? , 

I hope you don't mind my skepticism, but these inconsistencies are as impossible for me to swallow as the 
official explanations for the cover up of JFK's death which even Newsweek and other major media outlets 
now agree occurred. 

I am very disappointed in you, Gerald. I hope you do not mind my pointing out these inconsistencies to 
others. I believe it would be in the interest of the truth for me to do so. 


Truly yours. 



